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conjointly with the British, delivered to the Wilhelmstrasse
an energetic note of protest against the German aggression,
which had now become obvious, and they both warned
Herr von Ribbentrop that the obligations of their countries
towards Poland would come into the fullest effect if the
Government of the Reich " did not suspend all aggressive
action and declare itself ready to withdraw its forces
immediately from Polish territory."
The " affirmative" nature of the French reply had
therefore nothing in common with that of the German,
since " affirmative " for Ribbentrop meant keeping what
had been seized, while awaiting the opportunity to seize
more. When it is asserted now that England caused the
idea of a conference to break down because she insisted,
as a necessary preliminary to negotiation, that the invading
troops should return to the frontier, whereas France
would not have insisted on it, the world's common sense
is being flagrantly flouted, and truth subjected to the
most fantastic liberties.
How could France at one and the same time summon
the Nazi Government to withdraw the invading troops
from Poland to Germany, and yet attend a conference
without this summons having been acted upon ? There
is no reconciling the two. It is the merest foolery.
Besides, to settle the question once and for all, we have
only to appeal to the Presiding Magistrate, in other words,
to Count Ciano, who at a quarter-past two on September
and sent the following message to M. Georges Bonnet by
telephone:
" Signor Attolico has just informed me of the reply of H'err
von Ribbentrop.
" Herr Hitler has duly noted the message. He is not opposed
to considering the project, but he is in receipt of two notes,
one French, the other English, which were handed to him
yesterday evening* If these notes have the character of an
ultimatum, his answer to the Governments of London and
Paris is a categorical ' No/ and he would nott in
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